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like it or not, from the day we invaded
Iraq, that was our destiny. So let’s
have those big debates. In the center of
that has to be oil and the revenues that
are fueling so much of what is hap-
pening over there.

I thank the Presiding Officer for giv-
ing me the opportunity to speak today.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
OIL AND GAS EXPORTS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, 1
couldn’t help overhearing my friend
from Massachusetts talking about
something really good that is going to
happen; that is, we are going to lift the
caps off our exports on oil and gas.

I just can’t understand why we ever
had caps on exports. It seems like this
administration is perfectly willing not
just to approve of but to encourage
countries like Iran and Russia to ex-
port their oil and help them and yet
preclude us from doing the same thing.
Right now one of the problems we have
with Russia is they have a hand up on
us because there are so many countries
over there dependent on them for their
ability to have energy. It is just pretty
amazing that is going on.

So I am really glad. Hopefully, this
will go through. I know in my State of
Oklahoma it has cost literally hun-
dreds of jobs in just three companies
because they could no longer afford to
drill here.

That is a big issue. I remember I was
invited to Lithuania back when the
President of Lithuania wanted to dedi-
cate and open their first terminal so
that they would be able to import gas
and oil, some of that being from us. Ev-
eryone there was so joyous of the fact
that they were not going to have to
rely on Russia any longer, that they
could rely more on us. We do have
friends out there whom we want to be
able to take care of.

PARIS CLIMATE CHANGE
AGREEMENT

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, this past
weekend, the officials from the admin-
istration traveled 3,800 miles to Paris
to attend the international climate ne-
gotiations in Paris. As a reminder, this
is a program that has been going on
now for 21 years. The ones who started
this whole idea that the world is com-
ing to an end because of global warm-
ing came from the United Nations.

I have gone to several of these meet-
ings. I didn’t go to this one because
even John Kerry, our Secretary of
State, said publicly that there is not
going to be anything binding. If there
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is nothing binding, then why are they
even there? In fact, it was interesting
because when he made that statement,
President Hollande of France was out-
raged. He said: He must have been con-
fused when he said that. But that
changed the whole thing. It was on No-
vember 11 that he made that state-
ment.

Anyway, they went ahead and they
had their 21st annual conference. I re-
member one of them I went to. I ran
into a friend of mine from a West Afri-
can country.

I said: Luke, what are you doing
here? Why are you over here? You don’t
believe all this stuff, do you, on global
warming?

He said: No, but we stand to be able
to bring back literally billions of dol-
lars to Benin, West Africa. Besides
that, this is the biggest party of the
year.

The worst thing they said happened
at the South America meeting 3 years
ago was they ran out of caviar. Any-
way, we are paying for all that stuff.
When they went over and said that
wonderful things were going to happen
in Paris, we knew it wasn’t going to
happen.

The COP21 conference has nothing do
with saving the environment. With no
means of enforcement and no guar-
antee of funding as developed countries
had hoped, the deal will not reduce
emissions and it will have no impact on
global temperatures.

When they say they had this historic
meeting, everyone was scratching their
heads wondering: What happened? Did
they win anything at all?

James Hansen is the scientist who is
credited with being the father of global
warming. I can remember when I got
involved with the issue when they
came back from Kyoto and wanted to
ratify a treaty, and that was at the
turn of the century, 1998. James Han-
sen has been working on global warm-
ing—he is a NASA scientist—for years.
It goes all the way back to the
eighties. He characterized what hap-
pened in an interview he had with the
British newspaper the Guardian. He
said the agreement is a fraud. Here is
the guy who is the father of global
warming, and he said it is a fraud and
it doesn’t accomplish anything. This is
likely because the only guaranteed
outcome from the Paris agreement is
continued growth in emissions.

According to a study from the MIT
Joint Program on the Science and Pol-
icy of Global Change, global emissions
will increase by 63 percent through—
that is assuming that everyone com-
plies with their commitments, which
obviously they will not and they
can’t—global emissions will increase
by 63 percent through 2050 compared to
the year 2010. By the end of this cen-
tury, the MIT study projects, tempera-
tures—if they were successful—would
only be reduced by 0.2 degrees Celsius.

Even the 26 to 28 percent greenhouse
gas emission reductions which Presi-
dent Obama committed to on this
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agreement is really a fraud. There is an
environmentalist witness who came be-
fore our committee. He was the Sierra
Club’s former general counsel, and his
name is David Bookbinder. He testified
before the Senate Environment and
Public Works committee—the one that
I chair—this year saying that the
President’s power plan does not add up
to the 26 to 28 percent target; it is to-
tally unattainable.

When asked to explain the targets in
corresponding regulatory actions to
Congress, the key administration offi-
cials refused to do that.

In fact, something happened. It may
be the first time this has happened.
People wonder how the unelected bu-
reaucracies go off and do things that
are not in keeping with the majority of
the American people, and we see this
all the time. To preclude that from
happening, every bureaucracy has a
committee in the Senate and in the
House that is supposed to be watching
what they are doing and they are sup-
posed to be overseeing. They have ju-
risdiction, just like my committee has
jurisdiction over the EPA. I tried to
get them to come in and tell us when it
was announced by President Obama
that they were going to propose the 26
to 28 percent reduction in greenhouse
gases by 2025, and they refused to tes-
tify.

I would ask the Chair, in the years
you have been here, have you ever seen
a bureaucracy refuse to come before
the committee that has the jurisdic-
tion? They did. We are the authority in
Congress to approve such—it has not
only not pledged the money that has
been committed as our price to pay, we
haven’t actually appropriated any
money at all.

So while proclaimed as historic, this
agreement did little to overcome the
longstanding obstacle that has plagued
international climate agreements from
the start where responsibility is un-
equally divided between the developed
and the developing world.

I can remember back in about 1999, I
guess it was, around the Kyoto time,
we had a vote here, and I was involved
in that vote. It was called the Chuck
Hagel and Bob Byrd vote. It said that if
you come back from any of these
places where you are putting this to-
gether with a treaty—whether it is
Kyoto or another treaty—we will not
vote to ratify a treaty that either is
bad for the economy of America or
doesn’t treat China and the developing
countries the same as it treats us. That
passed 95 to 0. So when they go over
and come back, it is dead on arrival.
The thing is, everyone knows it except
for the 192 countries that were over
there. So we can’t figure out why they
would call this a historic event.

While the administration is pushing
forward with economically disastrous
climate regulations before the end of
his Presidency, China gets to continue
business as usual, including emissions
growth through 2030—each year. That
is about 15 years of increase. They
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